Mayor's Office of Contract Services
Contract Performance Evaluation

CONSTRLCTION
Wemlbor Marme: JH CUSTOM MASONEY & CONUCRETTE MNC
Verslor TIMEIN: 141852390
I\-'rl'lﬂﬂ'l' Addresy: 104~ 11 10Q5T STREET

OFONE PARE, NY 11817

LIS
Vemdowr E-Minil Address: Iﬁmmm ll'
Vendor Updatod Mailing Address:
address is correct ]
DPR COMTRACT: BG-10090 !
Conirac Number: CT1 846 20090035411
Procerement ldentification
Number LB s el ]
Contract Term: OR052009 - 052000
Contract Description: RECONSTR OF SDWLES DAMAGED BY ADJ CITY-0OWNED

TREES
Avward Amout: $917,500.(0
Evaluating Agency: DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION
Evaluation Period: loss2009 - oz0er20 |_ﬂ-}
Evalusior Firg Mame: Matthew Evalusior Last Marme: | Welks
Ewvaluator Thaive Mumber: TIE-To0=6TES
Eswluntor E-Mail Address: Ifmﬂnunﬂnﬂ-puun}c.w
l. TIMELINESS OF PERFORMANCE (Evahaitors are to consider the following criera when raling timeliness;
discuss specifics in the Commens section.)
I Was the contruct work completed on tme, and il ongoing, is the vendor appropriately adhering to wohedules und
milcstones;
2, ¥tk vendor wis given any extonsions of time, were any such extonsions reasonable; and
3. Were amy unreasonable delayd in the work cased by the vendor or any of its subcontracton s)?
Commwrts:

Al wark was completed on time. The final inspection was started prior to the SCD but wes completed scveral days afier, |




WETE A0 UAFEREONARIE JElays WOk caused by the conirciar,
THIS [5 A FINAL EVALUATION.

Subcategory Rating []Unsatisfactory [ Poor [ Foir [ Good [ Excellem
1L FISCAL ADMINISTRATION AND ACCOUNTABILITY (Evaluators are 1o consider the following criteria when
riting Fiscal Admisistratben and Accountabllity; discuss specifics in the Comments section.)
1. Did the wender meet its budgetary goals, exercising reasonahle effons to contain costs, incleding change order
pricing;
2, Haz the vender met any'all of the minority, women snd emerging business enterprise part cipation goals andfor Local
Bushiess anterpeise requirerments, i the extent applicasle;
3 Did the vendor and any/all subeontractors comply with applicable Prevailing Wage requirements;
4. Did the vendor maistain adequats recoeds aiwd logs, and did it submit seeurate, somplete and timaly payment

requisitions, fiscal reports and invaices, change order proposale, timesheets and other required daily and periodic record
submiszions (& applicable);

5, Dad thee vendor submit its proposed subcontiectons Tor approvel in advance of all work by such subcomtmectors; and
. [had the vendor pay s suppliers and subcontractors, i any, prompthy?
Commenta:

The voatractor did mol we suhcontrackors. Thene are o MWBE requirements for this projeed, The contracior submittad
fimely amd accurate pavments. The contrast was completed within the budget,

Subcotegery Rating O Unsavisfactory [ Poor [] Fair B Good [ Excelleat

111 PERFORMAMCE AMD OVERALL QUALITY OF WORK (Evalustors are to consider the follewing criteria when
rating Perfoomance Cleality: dizcuss specifics in the Comments section.)

1. Did the vendor and its subcontractors perform the coniract with the requisite technical skill pnd expertise;

. Dad the vendor mbegaately supervise the comtract and 1ts personmel, and did its supervisors demonstrate the requisite
technical skill and exponize w advance the work;

3. Did the vendor sdoguately stafl the cenlract:

4:;-;1;!;; Did the vendoer fully comply with all applicable safety standards and maintain the site in an appropriate and safe

e o

3. Did the vender fully cooperate with the agency, e.g., by participaling in necessary mestings, respending (o ngency

orders and assisting the agency in addressing complaints from the community during the construction as applicable; and

6. Did the vendor adequately identify and promptly notify the agency of any issues or conditions that could impact the
quadity of work or result in delays, nnd did it adequately and prompily assist the ogency in resohving problems?

Comrents:

J&B performed the work o & good standard and staffed the contract appropriziely.

&R was responsive to agency requesis, partlcubarky a1 haadiing work added 10 the contrmct following & storm emergency.
While most complaing from the community were resolved ably and promptly by 1&B, oceasionally ihey were not resohed
ar even forwarded to the supervising resident engineer or agency contsct. Folbowing a field instruction. J&B did a better job

of passing community comglaints threugh the sppropriate channels and ultimately J&B replaced the supervisar.

Sulbcategory Rating [[JuUnsatisfactory [ ] Poor [] Fair EGood [ Excellent

-

Cheerall Eating {Based on the above three subcategoey ralings, evaluwtors are e gree the vendor an n'.traﬁ_ﬂting.j
Orvernl] Rating [0 Unsatisfecsory [ Poor [ Fair  [€] Good ) Excellent




[Tha foregoing eval unfion represents my best judgment concerning the performance of the coatractor and is based on docemeatation on fie al |
the City Agemcy,

Evahuted By:  Maithew Wells Evaluation Date: [02/027201 1

For Evaluator Use Only

Upon completing the PE. ase the Check Frrors button to validate the document. Alter checking errons, you must forward your
sompleted cvaluation to ACCI¥DACCOVDesignated Contact. To do so, save the completed svaluation to your computer, It will
sutomatically suve as an Adobe PDF. Send an emal through owllook, with the completed evaluation attached, 1o the ACODTIACCOOY

Designated Contact

For ACCO Use Only

Omse the completed evaluation is approved and ready to send 10 MOCS. complete the "spproved by™ section Below. Then click the
“¥alidate and Lock” tutten below, Onoe Incked, the form cannot be modilied--if modifieation & necessary, a new document must be
crested (from scratch). Save the Adobe PDF to your corputer. Navigate 1o the "Performance Evaluation Upload® page in FMS3
VENDEX 10 upload the locked evaluation and send 1o MOCS,

Name: (ot Matoli Title: |CHIEF ENGINEER Dace: j02092011

This form was locked on  Fri Feb 11 2011 15:37:54 GMT-0500 (Eastern Standard Time)




